REPLY TO  THE  FOUETH  SET
OF OBJECTIONS1.

I could not possibly desire any one to examine my writings who
could show more insight and courtesy than the opponent whose
criticisms you have forwarded. The gentleness with which he has
treated me lets me see that he is well-disposed both to me and to
the cause I maintain. Yet so accurately has he reconnoitred the
positions he attacks, so thoroughly has he scrutinized them, that I
am confident that nothing in the rest of the field has escaped his
keen gaze. Further so acutely has he contested the points from
which he has decided to withhold his approval, that I have no
apprehension lest it be thought that complaisance has made him
conceal anything. The result is, that instead of my being disturbed
by his objections, my feeling is rather one of gratification at not
meeting with opposition in a greater number of places.

REPLY TO THE FIRST- PART.
The Nature of the Human Mind.

I shall not take up time here by thanking my distinguished
critic for bringing to my aid the authority of St Augustine, and
for expounding my arguments in a way which betokened a fear
that others might not deem them strong enough.

I come first of all to the passage where my demonstration
commences of how, from the fact that I knew that nothing belongs to
my essence (i.e. to the essence of the mind alone) beyond the fact
that / am a thinking beingr, it follows that in actual truth nothing
else does belong to it2. That was, to be sure, the place where I
proved that God exists, that God, to wit, who can accomplish
whatever I clearly and distinctly know to be possible.

1  F. V. adds ' urged by M. Arnauld, Doctor of Theology.'   Then beneath is
the title * Letter from the author to the Rev. Father Mersenne.'

2  Above, p. 81.